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Digests of Recent Opinions 


ESTATES — A will of a non- 
resident decedent not probat- 
ed in the jurisdiction in which 
he died a resident may be ad- 
mitted to probate in any coun- 
ty in which there is at the 
time of probate personal prop- 


erty belonging to the estate 
or evidence of ownership 
- thereof. 


—The existence of a claim by a 
non-resident’s estate against 
an estate being administered 
and having assets here, is suf- 
ficient ownership of personal 
property or evidence of own- 
ership here to support pro- 
bate of the non-resident’s will 
in the same county. 

ESTATES — LACHES — Laches 
of the proponent of a will does 
not bar probate sought for the 


benefit of other legatees as 
well as the proponent. 
Digested from an opinion by 
Sullivan, J.A.D. rendered Janu- 
, 19, 1961. Appellate Div. In re 
Ewert. For Berthold Ewert 


Herman 
(Krea- 


Kamens. For 
Emanuel Strum 
r & Kreamer, attys). 
Mr. Ewert died in 1948 a resi- 
dent of New York. His widow was 
appointed administratrix in New 
York on her representation that 
husband had died intestate. 
The estate was administered 
nd settled in New York by de- 


Harold 


Sc rer om 
Sorg 


scree dated July 19, 1954 under 
which the net balance of the 
estate was paid to the widow as 
jie heir. On said judicial ac- 
junting Berthold Ewert, a 
lephew of the decedent, execut- 
da waiver of citation. 

The widow died Sept. 4, 1958 


4 resident of Passaic County 
New Jersey and her will, naming 
Herman D. Sorg as executor, was 
duly admitted to probate 
March 6, 1959. 
March 1960, said nephew 
Berthold, filed with the Passaic 
ounty Surrogate a complaint 
probate of a non-resident’s 
will stating substantially the 
‘oregoing facts and that 
f Mr. Ewert dated May 9, 1929 
iad been recently located. Under 
nis will the widow was to receive 
$1,000 and the balance of the 
sstate was left to other bene- 
‘claries. The complaint furt! her 
alleged that probate of th 
ry in order t 
estate’s assets 
te of the widow fo 
of the beneficiaries nam- 


on 








1e 4 
Oo re- 


ne 


cesSsa 





i 
r 





din Mr. Ewert’s will. 

The matter came on for hear- 
g and after formal proof, the 
#29 will was admitted to pro- 


nd letters of administra- 










a a 
>.T.A. issued to the nephew, 
zrthold. The court took judi- 
notice that the assets of th 
> of the widow were be 






istered in Passaic County 
ntinued a restraint, pre- 
“ously imposed, enjoining Mr. 
“rg from disposing of $10,000 of 
ie assets of the estate of the 
“dow pending disposition of 
Us issue between the estates. 
At the hearing the nephew 
‘tified his uncle had written 
im a letter in 1929 mentioning 
at he had made a will which 
*28 in a bank in Paterson. He 
23 not interrogated as to why 
had not located the will soon- 
r disclosed his information 
tier, 
The executor of the estate of 
<§ widow appeals arguing the 
“8saic County Court was with- 
it jurisdiction to admit the 
‘lof Mr. Ewert to probate with- 
2} proof of the existence of per- 
“tal property of the testator in 
<¢ County, and that the nephew 
‘in laches because of his ad- 
<tted knowledge of the will as 








* back as 1929 and his waiver| 


‘Citation in the New York ad- 





ministration of the estate in 
954. 
Held: The will was admitted 
to probate under N.J.S. 3A:3-29 
provides that where a 
of a non-resident has not 
idmitted to probate and 
not pending probate in the 
urisdiction in which he resided 
nd he died owning real prop- 
y in any county of this state 
yr personal property, or evidence 
yf the ownership thereof, situ- 
ate therein at the time of pro- 
bate, the county court of the 
‘ounty or the Superior Court 
may admit the will to probate. 
Under the statute it was in- 
‘umbant on the proponent of 
the will to establish that there 
vas, at the time of probate, per- 
ynal property belonging to the 
tate, or evidence of ownership 
thereof, situate in Passaic Coun- 
ty. Such requirement was met 
by showing that the estate had| 
i. claim against the estate of the} 
widow and that the latter estate 
wa being administered in and 
had assets in Passaic County. 
On the question of laches, the 


proponent of the will was seek- 
g probate not only in his own 


behalf, but also in the interest 
f all other legatees named in 
the will. Decedent’s testamentary 


di position of his estate must 
given effect if at all possible. | 
Affirmed. 


Wt 














Administrative Directors 
Report For Month Of 
December 1960 


During December 
the State disposed of more 
than were added to their 
but the bulk of the 
were of the more re- 
cases with the result that 
was an increase in the 
number of older cases on their 
‘alendars. For example, the Sup- 
and County Court disposed 
1564 civil cases during the 
ile 1537 new cases were 


7. | 


1a 


)S1t1ONS 


ars, 
tnere 


erior 


ynit wnl 
ing yet ae 

tions, incidentally, being a 
high for December), but 
the number of cases pending for 
year increased by 371. 
the end of December there 
21,172 cases pending on the 
-“ombined civil calendars of the 
yerior and County Courts of 
h 6340 were over a year old, 
; at the same time a year 
there were only 15,974 cases 
the calendars and only 2811 
nad been pending over one year. 
the year’s end the 
lendars presented the only 
oright spot in an otherwise drab 
picture with there being 702 few- 
r active indictments and accus- 
ations pending than there were 
a year ago. The number of crim- 
inal caSes over 6 months old was 
down 1635 from the previous 
year’s figure. 

With the passage of legislation 
during December increasing the 
number of authorized Superior 
Court judges from 38 to 44 and 





record 


ver one 
As of 
were 









with 10 new County Court judge-| 
Ships, 4 new County District Court | 


judgeships and 4 new Juvenile} 





(Continued on page 4, col. 5) 











Public Defender Study 
Resolution Introduced 


A resolution calling for the 
creation of a commission to study | 


the advisability of the creation} 


of the office of public defender 
each j 
in the Assembly on Monday by 
Assemblyman Musto. The reso- 
lution bears No. AJR 11 and was 
referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Assembly. 


in 





in 


most courts 


(the number of dis- | 


sriminal | 


Index Issued, Bound — | 
Volume Being Readied | 


The 1960 Annual Index to 


il 

the New Jersey Law Journal 
is enclosed a eparate sec- 
tion of this issue. It may be 
readily removed without af- 
fecting the ider of this! 
issue 

A limited number of bound 


volumes of the 1960 Law Jour- 


nals are now being prepared | 
and will be lable about 
March lst. The cost will again 
be $7.43. Reserve your copy 
today. 





Essex Bar To Hear 
Talk On Chancery 
Practice 
Judges Waugh and Pindar 
Also To Speak 

The Hon. C J. Seitz, 
Chancellor of Delaware, will be 
the guest speaker at the Essex 
;County Bar A tion dinner 
| meeting to be held Tuesday eve- 
ning, February 14th, at the 
Downtown Club in Newark. His 
subject will be: “Separate Chan- 
cery and the Bar 1961 A Bench 


Eye’s View” 
| Preceding Chance 
| perior Court Judge Alexander P. 


re 


| Waugh will speak on _ special 
| problems as Assignment Judge 
i;of Essex County and Superior 
Court Judge David Pindar will 
report on how continuous 

1lendar system working out 
in the Chancery Division, Essex 
County. 

Probate Seminar 
Before the meeting, the Com- 


i Procedure 
will hold 
*h Horace 


mittee on Practi 

in the Probate Court 
an open session vi 
E. Bunker, of Plainfield 


a discussion of proposal to} 
amend the Rule ) aS to ex-| 
pressly permit Iciary to 
make payment attorney 
yn account of the latters fee, in 
advance of any co zllowance 
of such fee, but sub to re-| 
view by the court nis session 


be held at 5:15 p.m. 


ri) ] 
Wil 


Revenue Stamps Must 


Be Affixed Before 
Recording 
The Internal Revenue Service, 
in answer to an inquiry, has ad- 
vised that there is no provision 
in the Internal Revenue Code or 





Regulations for affixing docu- 
mentary stamps to deeds and 
other instruments after recording. 


such documents: must have 


Al n 
d before record- 


_ stamps affixe 





Mat thew Grayson, Chairman of 
the State Bar’s U ul Prac- 
tice Committee, hat in| 
some instances revenue stamps} 
have been affixed after rather 
than before recording in an at- 


{tempt to conceal from the public}! 


|records the true consideration. 
|‘‘This practice”, he 
|} unlawful.” 


| 


Brown Nominated For 
Camden County Court 


Governor Meyner on Monday 


| submitted to the Senate the nom-| 
Brown, of! 


jination of R. Cooper 
| Collingswood, as Judge of the 
|Camden County Court to suc- 
| ceed Judge Mitchell H. Cohen. 
Judge Cohen was recently ele- 
vated to the Superior Court. 
The Governor also submitted 
his nomination of Bergen Coun- 
ty District Judge Morris Malech 
for reappointment to the Dis- 
trict Court bench 
The Senate took 
any nominations at 





no action on 
this session. 


yr Seitz, Su-| 


, will lead | 


ca utions, “is | 


|To the Bench and Bar: 


| The Advisory Committee on 
Civil Rules appointed by the 
Justice of the United 


| Chief 
| States under the program of the 
| Judicial Conference of the United 
States for the study of proced- 
ural rules, inaugurated pursuant 
| to authority conferred upon the 
Conference by 28 U.S.C. $331 as 
amended in 1958, has submitted 
to our committee for considera- 
tion and ultimate report to the 
Conference and by it to the Su- 
preme Court, a draft of proposed 
amendments to Rules 25, 54 and 
86 and Forms 2 and 19 of the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 


The Advisory Committee which| 














Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


January 17 to 23, 1961 
NOTE: 


below are sent to each county law | 


Copies of the opinions listed 





library. Any member of the bar may 
secure a copy of the opinion in any | 
by | 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme | 


particular case, without charge, 


State Héuse Annex, Trenton. 
SUPREME COURT ; 
State v. Phillips (A-68, dec 

Jan. 23, 1961) 

Affirmed judgment 
Div., 62 N.J. Super. 
expressed therein. 
U. S. Wire & Cable Corp. v. 
er Corp. (A-53, decided Jan. 
| 1961) 

Reversed summary 
granted defendant 
terclaim to plainti 
open book account for sales 
wire. Counterclaim was based 
on judgment U. S. Dist Ct. 
(N. M.) for breach of war- 
|ranty secured against defendant, 
who had ntatcaand from plain- 
tiff for resale, by party who had 
purchased wire which re- 
jected by A.E.C. as failing to 
meet specifications. Defendant’s 
motion was made on ground that 
plaintiff had been “vouched into” 


Court, 


ided | 


of App. | 
70, for reasons} 


Asch- 
Za; 


judgment 
its coun- 


on its 
iff’s action on 
of 





in 


Was 


that action | which resulted in 
judgment against a 
However, notice ve be fendant i 
demnitee to plai sal 
in that prior action “aid not meet 
requirements to “vouch in” the 
indemnitor. First notice did not 


plain- 
to sur- 


make certain demand on 
tiff to defend with offer 


render control. Second notice 
which did contain those require- 
ments was not timely because it 





not given so shortly after 
itution of suit as to permit 
compl ete control of pretrial pro- 
ceeding by plaintiff indemnitor. 
Port of N.Y. Authority v. Heming 
et als (A-44, decided Jan. 23, 
| 1961) 
Affirmed judgment 
Beenccspenpes of defendant’ 
property in connection with add- 
ition of additional deck to George 
Washington Bridge pursuant to 
option accorded Port Authority 


We 


upholdin 


g 
S 


| by NJ.S.A. 32:1-132 to proceed 
|under air terminal act, N.J.S.A. 
| 32:1-35.15, which gave neither 


party a right to jury trial, in- 
stead of under the general emin- 
lent domain act, NJ.S.A. 20:1-1 
|to 36, which provides for appeal ,¢ 
from commissioners’ report to be 
heard by jury upon demand of 
any party. Statute allowing such 
option to Port Authority is not 
unconstitutional since the rem- 
edies provided are still equal 
from due process standpoint. 
Sufficient factors “such as arise 
where many types and sizes of 
property are being taken just- 
ify separate treatment to Port 
Auth. Of course, except under a 


1) 














(Continued on page 8, col. 





| requirements. 


'| Proposed Amendments To Federal 
Civil Procedure Rules 


prepared the draft consists of: 

Dean Acheson, Esq., 
Chairman 

George C. Doub, Esq 
Prof. Sheldon D. Elliott 
Peyton Ford, Esq. 
John P. Frank, Esq. 
Arthur J. Freund, Esq. 
Albert E. Jenner, Jr., Esq. 
Prof. Charles W. Joiner 
Prof. David W. Louisell 
Prof. Charles T. McCormick 
Judge John W. Mcllvaine 
Archibald M. Mull, Jr., Esq. 
Judge Roszel C. Thomsen 
Byron R. White, Esq. 
Judge Charles E. Wyzanskli, 
Prof Benjamin Kaplan, 


Reporter 
The proposed amendments 
provide (1) for the automatic 


substitution as a party of the 
successor when a public officer 
who sues or is sued in his official 
capacity dies, resigns or other- 
wise ceases to hold office, (2) for 
authority to enter a final ap- 
pealable judgment as to one or 
more but fewer than all of the 
parties in a maultiple-parties 
suit, and (3) for the inclusion 
in Forms 2 and 19 of averments 
consistent with present statutory 
It is believed that 
these proposals deserve prompt 
consideration without awaiting 
| the results of more general 
study of the Federal Rules of 
Civi! Procedure being carried on 


+ 
tne 


| by he Advisory Committee 

Our committee submits | the 
proposed amendments herewith 
to the bench and bar for con- 
sideration and suggestions. We 
request that all suggestions be in 

















the hands of our committee as 
3007 and in any 
even 0 han March 10, 
1961. 

All ications should be 
addressed : The Committee on 
Rules of Practice and Procedure, 
Supreme C lilding, Wash- 
ington 2o, . 

These draft amendments have 
not yet been submitted to or 

dered by the Judicial Con- 
or e Supreme Court, 





should be understood that 


commit- 





PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO 
CERTAIN RULES OF CIVIL 
PROCEDURE FOR THE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT COURTS* 


RULE 2 








Susesre oa OF PARTIES 

d) PUBLIC OFFICERS; 
DEATH OR SEPARA ATION FROM 
OFFICE ‘a an officer of 
the United or of the Dis- 


the Canal 














itinued and 

ainst his 

months 

s office it 

is satisfac 1 to the 
court that ther t i 

need for luing and 

maintaining Substitution 

peeeeees to this rule may be 

nade when it is shown by sup- 

pl emental pleading that the suc- 

cessor of an officer adopts or 

continues or threatens to adopt 

or continue the action of hi 
. in . ; ? 

predecessor in en a law 

av erred to be in violation of 
(Contin nued on page 5, col. 1) 

*New matter is shown in Dold face; mat- 

ter to be omitted !e in Drackets. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS thétspecifications under common | deavored to persuade him to con- privileged, summary judgment 
standards. fess to theft of the demerol and was proper though the language 
MUNICIPAL LAW — Where aj tween the City and Fornicola The course followed by the made various threats, one of was actionable per se. The exis- 
es ° eas . 3 < ‘ity here was Ont , he whi ras t > ’ ] av tann ritiloga ic a i 
municipality seeks competitive purportedly in accordance with City here was contrary to the which was that he would have tence of privilege is basically 
bids for the leasing of prem- clauses in the lease which re- policy of the bidding statutes. plaintiff discharged. question of law for the court 
ises, the use to which the prem-| served to the City the right to — lease is therefore void and A month later, on August 15, subject to the exercise of the 
ises may be put must be speci-| determine the kind and char- the question of whether it could after the daily closing hour of jury’s function where the facts 
fied with common standards) acter of goods to be sold in the be changed without readvertising the pharmacy, defendant Edlin are in dispute. 
for all bidders. | store. is therefore moot. discharged plaintiff by stating to A communication made bona 
—An invitation to bid fora mun-| The pretrial order framed the. *°VerSe4: — fide on any subject matter i 
i - “I am convinced that you are Which the party communicating 


icipal lease, the bidder to sub- 
mit his proposed use subject 
to the approval of the City 
Council, is in violation of the 
bidding laws and invalid. 

Digested from an opinion by 

Foley, J.A.D. rendered January 
19, 1961. Appellate Div. Green- 
berg v. Fornicola, et al. For ap- 

pellant George S. Skokos. For 

Fornicola Charles Frankel. 

For other respondents Felix 

A. DeSarno. 

Plaintiff taxpayer appeals from 

a summary judgment entered 

on defendants’ motion. 

The City of Asbury Park own- 
a pavilion on the Boardwalk 
included six stores. In 

to secure tenants the City 

inviting competitive 

5 or 10 year terms. 

Originally the advertisements 

specified the class of goods or 

merchandise which could be sold 
in each store. When the City re- 
ceived no response to its invita- 
tion to bid in accordance with 
those specifications, the legal 
notice in subsequent advertising 
was supplemented to provide: 

“The bidder will be permitted 
to submit an offer for some other 
line of business suggested by the 
bidder subject to the approval 
of City Council.” 

Defendant Fornicola submitted 

a bid for a 10 vear lease of store 
#1105, to be used for the sale 

of frozen desserts, ice cream, soft 


ed 
which 
order 
advertised 
bids for either 


drinks and milk products. The 
bid was accepted and pcr 
toa resolution of the City Coun- 


was executed pro- 
“and for no 
The 
were subsequent- 
agreement be- 


lease 
for such use 


Cl a 
viding 


other purpose whatsoever”. 
permitted uses 
ly changed by 
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issues as whether the City could 
permit a tenant to vary the terms 
of his lease, without re-adver- 
tisement and public bidding. The 
trial court held that had the in- 
vitation to bid specified a par- 
ticular use and the bid been 
based and accepted thereon, a 
subsequent change in use with- 
out readvertising would have 
been in violation of the statutory 
mandates; but since the invita- 
tion granted all bidders the right 
to propose the use to be made, 


the use granted was subject to 
change under the general pro- 
visions of the lease. 


Appellant challenges the sound- 
ness of this ruling, and also 
raises for the first time the ques- 
tion of whether the adverti 
ment permitting the bidders to 
specify the proposed use com- 
plied with the requirements of 
the bidding statutes. 

Held: Ordinarily 
will not on appeal 


se- 


this court 
consider an 
issue not raised below. However, 
an exception exists where, 
here, a question of public policy 
is present. 

Statutes which require com- 
petitive bidding are for the 
benefit of the taxpayers, should 
be construed with sole reference 
to the public good, and should 
be rigidly adhered to by the 
courts. The primary objective 
of such statutes is to encourage 
competitive bidding and basic to 
this purpose is the necessity of 
having a common standard and 
definite and precise specifica- 
tions on which to found action. 
The two paramount aims of such 
statutes are that all bidders bid 
on the same thing, and that the 
public know clearly what the 
bidders must give and the mun- 
icipality receive, for a consid- 
eration plainly stated. 

In the present case, granting 
to the individual bidder the right 
to propose specifications of use 

itisfactory to him, but unknown 
to his competitors, patently sub- 
verted the purposes of the bid- 
ding statu It was not enough 
that bidders be given equal op- 
portunity to bid, it was required 
also that each be permitted to 
bid on the basis of the same 
offer. Unequivocal identifica- 


as 


tes. 


tion of subject matter is inher- 

ent in a common standard and 

necessarily must be fixed by the 

lici ipality by means of defi- 

nite and unmistakable specifi- 
cations. 

When a municipality seeks 


ompetitive bids for the leasing 
of A mate the use to which 
may be put is an 
f the competitive 
irectly affects 
bids 
included 


and 
in 


amount 
efore 


villt 


be 





rust 
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SLANDER — A false statement 
imputing to another conduct 
constituting a criminal offense, 
or commission of a crime, or 
conduct incompatible with the 
proper conduct of his lawful 
business, trade or profession is 
slander per se. 

—If the alleged defamatory words 
are unambiguous and reason- 
ably capable of only one inter- 
pretation by those hearing 
them, the court as a matter 
of law determines whether they 
are or are not defamatory, but 
if the language is reasonably 
open to two meanings, one in- 
nocent and the other defama- 
tory, then it is for the jury to 
determine as a question of fact 
which meaning was understood 
by those hearing them. 

—A communication, though slan- 
derous, made bona fide on any 
subject matter in which the 
maker has an interest, is quali- 
fiedly privileged if made to a 
person having a corresponding 
interest. 

-—A siatement by an employer to 
plaintiff's co-employees as to 
the reason for discharging the 
plaintiff is qualifiedly privileg- 


The burden of establishing a 
qualified privilege is on the de- 
fendant but once established 
the burden is on the plaintiff 
to prove its abuse by either 
malice of the defendant, or by 
lack of belief or grounds of be- 
lief in the truth of what was 
said. 

—Malice sufficient to overcome a 
a qualified privilege means the 
primary motive or purpose for 
the utterance was one other 
than the interest entitled to 
protection by the privilege. 

—The existence of privilege is a 
question of law for the court 
unless the facts are in dispute. 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT—A mere 
scintilla of evidence is insuffici- 
ent to withstand a motion for 
summary judgment. 

—Mere proof of threat to have 
one discharged is insufficient 
to support claim of malicious 
interference with employment 
or conspiracy to interfere with 
employment. 
Digested ‘rom an opinion by 

Collester, J.S.C., rendered Janu- 

ary 19, 1961. Appellate Div. Sok- 

olay v. Edlin et als. For appel- 
lant—William wih Wimmer. For 
respondents Edlin and Humiston 

-Robert J. McCurrie (Saul G. 
Schulter, atty). For respondent 
Wittcoff — Stephen F. Lichten- 
stein, Dep. Atty. Gen. 

Plaintiffs sued defendants in 
several counts charging defen- 
dants Edlin and Humiston slan- 
dered him by stating by innuendo 
that he had stolen certain deme- 
rol tablets: that defendant Witt- 
interfered with 
causing his dis- 
all three defen- 
conspired to 

Defendants 
juds nt based on 
. depositions, inter- 
testimony of the 
at a preliminary - 
issue of express 
itiff appeals. 
ff, a registered pharma- 

employed in a pharmacy 
owned by defend Edlin and 

Humiston. In June 1958 a short- 

age of appr oximately 2200 deme- 

rol tablets, a narcotic, was dis- 
covered in the pharmacy inven- 
tory. Defend Wittcoff, a State 

Police sergeant was assigned to 

investigate. He questioned the 

owners and employees of the 

pharmacy and on July 15, 1958, 

a lie detector test was voluntarily 

taken by plaintiff, Humiston and 

two other employees with nega- 
tive results. Plaintiff states that 
following his test, Wittcoff en- 


coff maliciously 
his employment 
elite and that 
dants unlawfully 
cause his discharge. 
: ome: 





the 








Cist, Was @ 


are 
ants 


nt 


aiil 


responsible for the missing dem- 
erol tablets. I am also going to 
find out who else is implicated in 
it with you. Because of this, I 
have to let you go” Plaintiff 
states this was said in the pres- 
ence of Humiston and two em- 
ployees of the A Reg 

In his letter opinion granting 
summary aan nt for defen- 
dants, the trial judge stated that 
the words spoken by Edlin were 
not spoken with malice and were 


not actionable. He further stated 
that the circumstances under 
which the w aoe » spoken jus- 


tified their use tory aniaead ‘the 
reason for plaintiff’s discharge. 

Held: Summary judgment is 
only to be granted if there is no 
reasonable doubt as to the exis- 
tence of any genuine issue of 
fact. It should not be used for 
a trial of disputed facts. And, 
generally, such motion should 
sree’ be denied where the 
subjective elements of willfulness, 
intent or fener faith are material 
as it is difficult to sustain a con- 
clusion that there exists no genu- 
ine issue of fact thereon from 
papers alone. But if no question 
of fact can be established on the 
record, the motion may be grant- 
ed. 

Plaintiff relied on the quoted 


statement by Edlin as being slan- 


derous per se and hence action- 


able without proof of special 
damages. <A false statement, 
without privilege, imputing to 


another conduct constituting a 
criminal offense, or commission 
of a crime, or conduct incompat- 
ible with the proper conduct of 
his lawful business, trade or pro- 
fession is slander per se. 

Before the issue of whether a 
Statement is slanderous per se is 
reached, it must be determined 
whether the statement slan- 
derous or actionable. 

It is the function of the court 
to determine in the first instance 


is 


whether the alleged defamatory 
words are reasonably capable of 


interpretation, the 
the recipient of 
the statement correctly, or mis- 
takenly but reasonably, under- 
stands it was intended to express. 
If the statement is unambiguous 
and open only to a single inter- 
pretation—whether a defamatory 
or non-defamatory meaning—the 
court makes that determination 
as a matter of law. But if the 
language is ambiguous and rea- 
sonably open to two meanings, 
one innocent and the other de- 
famatory, then it is for the jury 
to determine as a question of 
fact which meaning was under- 
stood by those to whom the state- 
ment was made. 

Edlin’s statement could rea- 
sonably be interpreted as imput- 
ing to plaintiff theft of the deme- 
or as a slanderous imputa- 
affecting him in his profes- 
Sion as a phi ist. Since rea- 
sonable men t differ as to 
how the recipi — understood 
the state sapir it was error for the 
court to prestrain judg- 

ment on tl round that 
language S d not Pasties 
er This S a jury 


a particular 
test being what 


rol, 
tion 





mign 


r 
re th 
di 

se. 


te 
ne 
ed 
sl and per 
question. 

ews ver, if 


the statement was 


Sion for 


has an interest or in reference tc 
which he has a duty, is privileged 
if made to a person having a 
corresponding interest or duty 
The fundamental test is the bona 
fides of the communication. This 
is a qualified privilege which af- 
fords protection only if there is 
no il motive or malice in fact. 

The communication here in- 
volved was privileged. All those 
present were affiliated with the 
pharmacy. The co-employees had 
sufficient interest as such in the 
communication which dischargex 
plaintiff to raise a qualified privi- 
lege. In addition, a common in- 
terest was supplied the polices 
investigation. 

The burden of es 
privilege is on him asse 
but once it is established the 
burden is on the plaintiff to prove 
abuse by excessive publica- 
either by use of the occa- 
an improper purpose, or 


ablishing the 


rtineg it 


ite 
alo 


tion, 


by lack of belief or grounds 
yMelief in the truth of what was 
said. There was no excessive or 


unnecessary publication to an un- 
privileged person. On the rec- 
ord, defendants had reasonable 
grounds to believe the allegedly 
defamatory matter to be true 
And the evidence on which plain- 
tiff relied to establish defendants’ 
knowledge that the statement was 
false was insufficient to raise 
genuine issue of fact in this re- 
gard. 

The next question is whethe: 
a factual issue was raised as tc 
express malice of the defendants 
in making the communication 
Malice in fact is required to over- 
come a qualified privilege. Malice 
in this regard means that 


munication was some purpose 
motive other than furtherance of 
the interest which is entitled t 

protection. Plaintiff has the bur- 
den of establishing such primar 
improper motive. The rec 
shows the statement was m 
without malice and there is n 
showing of any motive other than 
to protect the interests of defen 

dants and the other employees 


A) 











There was no genuine issue 
fact to defeat the qualified priv:- 





lege al the summary judgment 
on the slander count is therefore 
affirmed. 

To sustain the counts for mal- 
cious interference oe plaintiff's 
employment by Wittcoff, th 
must be proof of (1) actual inter- 
ference and (2) the malicious na- 
ture thereof. To sustain the 
count for conspiracy, there mus‘ 
be proof the defendants ei 
by words or deeds confederat ec 
to do an unlawful act or use un 
lawful means. There was no 
evidence offered. Plaintiff re 
only on alleged tiemnat D} 
Wittcoff after the polygraph tes: 
There was no evidence of an! 
subsequent conversation betw 
Wittcoff and Edlin or Humis 
or of any conference to disc 
plaintiff's discharge. The scin 
rule ‘ies not apply in New Jerse} 

No genuine issue as to 
material fact was raised, 
from facts presented ¢ 
was no basis for these 1 
counts. 





a th 
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the | 
primary motivating force in mak- | 
ing the otherwise privileged com- 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





PLEADING STATUTE OF 
FRAUDS — Under R.R. 4:8-3 
the Statute of Frauds must be 
affirmatively pleaded as a de- 
fense and failure to do so 
amounts to a waiver of the 
defense under R.R. 4:12-8. 

—The requirement that the Stat- 
ute of Frauds be affirmatively 
pleaded may not be relaxed ex- 
cept when its’ enforcement 
would be inconsistent with sub- 
stantial justice. 

APPEAL — Defenses not raised 
at the trial should not be con- 
sidered on appeal unless they 
relate to jurisdiction or to mat- 
ters of great public interest. 

AMENDMENT—An issue never 
projected to the court, nor rec- 
ognized as such by the trial 
judge or counsel, cannot be 
said to have been ‘tried”’ within 
the meaning of R.R. 4:15-2 so 
as to warrant’ permitting 
amendment of the pleadings 
thereunder after trial to raise 
such issue. 

Digested from a per curiam 
pinion rendered Jan. 20, 1961. 
Appellate Div. Battaglio v. Red 
Bank et al. For appellants—Sam 
Weiss (Frank Metro, atty). For 
respondents — Robert J. Novins 
Novins, Novins & O'Connor, 
attys). 

Defendants appeal from judg- 
ments for the plaintiffs after trial 
without a jury. The only ground 
of appeal is that the Statute of 
Frauds, R.S. 25:1-5(c), bars 
sovery. The statute was not 
pleaded as an affirmative de ‘fense, 
s required by R.R. 4:8-3, was 
ncorporated in the pretrial order, 
and was not raised at the trial 
as an issue recognized by judge 
and counsel. 

Defendant, relying on R.R. 4:- 
13-2, requests permission to 
amend his answer to include the 
Statute of Frauds as a senarate 
defense, so as to conform 
pleadings to the proofs. 

Held: The provisions of RR. 
4:8-3 are mandatory and failure 
to abide by the rule amounts to 
a waiver of the affirmative de- 
fense. R.R. 4:12-8. The require- 
ment that the Statute of Frauds 
ve affirmatively pleaded may not 
ve relaxed except when its en- 





re 





1O 
{ 





tne 








forcement would be inconsistent 
with substantial justice. 

A defense which was not timely 
presented in the trial court will 
not be considered on appeal un- 
the question relates to juris- 

ction or to a matter of great 
public interest. Such is not the 
-ase here. 

Defendant would avoid the im- 
of R.R. 4:8-3 and 4:12-8 by 
resort to R.R. 4:15-2. This latter 
provides: “When issues not 
raised by the pleadings and pre- 
11 order are tried by consent or 
hout objection they shall be 
reated in all respects as if they 
had been raised in the pleadings 
and pretrial order. Such amend- 
ment of the pleading and pretrial 

rder as may be necessary to 

form them to the evidence 
and to raise these issues may 
made even after judg- 


s€SS 


rule 










the Statute of Frauds 
was never projected to the court 





as an issue, nor recognized as 
such by the trial judge or coun- 
sel, it cannot be said to have been 
tried within the meaning of R.R. 
4:15-2 The argument is made 
that the record contains enough 
to support this defense, but this 
alone does not overcome the 
mandatory requirement of R.R.| 
4:8-3. It is essential that one’s 





idversary be apprised of the fact 


hat the defense is being raised 
by the proofs and, additionally, 
the court must recognize and 
rule on the defense. Otherwise 


the salutary purpose of R.R. 4:8-3 
would be defeated. Under the 
‘ircumstances, there is nothing 
nconsistent with substantial jus- 
tice in enforcing that rule and 
in denying leave to amend. 
Affirmed. 
Announcements 
Charles B. Turner 
liated with the 
nan & Schneider, 
St., Newark. 
Stephen F. Lichtenstein has re- 
signed as a Deputy Attorney Gen- 
and has opened offices for 
1e general practice of law at 216 
W. State St., Trenton. 


has become 
firm of Raff, 
11 Com- 





merce 





eral 
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WORKMEN’S 
—APPEAL—The County Court 
has no jurisdiction to enter-| 
tain appeals from interlocu- 
tory orders of the Workmen’s 
Compensation Division. 

—Review of interlocutory orders 
of the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Division may be had by 
appeal to the 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
—No dismissal may be re- 
opened without a showing of 
excuse for default as well as 
merit. 

—Where petition is dismissed by 
consent because petitioner de- 
cides to proceed against 1% 
Fund, application thereafter 
made to vacate dismissal in 
hope of getting some small 
award so as to renew time for 
proceeding against the 
does not establish “good cause” 
warranting reinstatement. 
Digested from opinion by 


Gaulkin, J.A.D. rendered Jan. 19, 
1961. Appell Div. Barry v. 
Wilck. For petitioner J. Alan 
Drummond Joseph P. Dunn, 
itty). For respondent appellant 

Isidor K 

In 1955 Barry eived an 
award of workmen’s compensa- 
tion. In 1958 he filed a petition 
for increased ibility but fail- 
ed to prosecute e. Wilck gave} 
notice that on July 23, 1958 it 
would move to dismiss the peti-| 
tion. On July 21 1958 Barry’s 
counsel wrote Deputy Director 
Medinets that “B: urry does not 
wish to proceed his petition 


for increased di sree we, 
therefore do n ppose respond- 
ent’s motion to dismiss. We are 
proceeding with ‘pebiiien for 














the benefits afforded by the 1% 
fund.” Accordingly, the petition} 
for increased disability was dis- 
missed by order dated Oct 16,| 
1958. 

On Sept. 17, 1959 a at-| 
torney served n 1at on Oct. 
8, 1959, he would move to set! 
aside the dismi “The notice | 
gave no reasu nor was the} 
motion supported by any affi- 
davit or other proof. On oral 
argument Deputy Director Na-! 
pier ordered the dismissal set| 
aside and the petition reinstated. | 
Wilck then appealed to the 
County Court which dismissed 
the appeal on the ground it had 
no jurisdiction to tertain an 
appeal from an interlocutory or- 
der. Wilck reupon secured| 
leave pursuant R.R. 2:2-3 to 
appeal to the Appellate Division 
from the order of the Essex 
County Court 

Wilck contend now that 
the case is bef Appellate 
Division, it is immaterial wheth- 
er the County Court did or did 
not have jurisd for in either 
event this court i have jur- 
is 1 and should decide the 
m On I ts, it erts, 
among other good 
cause” for the nt was 
not shown 

Barry, 0 nd, con- 
ends tha County 
Court nor t Ss juris- 
diction to e r appeal 
from an inte order of 
the Wor é ( yensation 
Division 

Held: The question of juris- 
diction of the County Court over 
interlocutory app from the 
Workmen’s Compensation Divi- 
sion has been raised several 


recent cases wit nflicting re- 














sults and no appellate decision 
to 1948 decided whether 
ch an appeal lay t e County 
or the Common 
In the presse case the 
County Court what- 
ever power it to determine 
appeals from the Divis ion is de- 
rived from RS. 34:15- 66 and that| 
this statute prov de ; only for -™ 
peal from final g ‘ 
Reviewing the es, this ‘court | 
finds that prior to 1948 the Pleas| 


did not have jurisdiction to re-| 
view interlocutory appeals from} 
the Workmen’s Compensation | 


ld Supreme | 
orders by| 


Bureau and that the o 
Court reviewed such 


| certiorari directed to the Bureau. | 


Thus, unless the situation has! 


COMPENSATION | 


Appellate Divi-| 
sion upon leave first granted.) 


Fund, | 


| men’s 


been changed by the rules adopt- 
ed sincé 1948, the Pleas did not 
have and the County Court does| 
not have jurisdiction to review) 
| interloewtary orders. 

The pertinent rules are RR. 
5:2-5 governing the mechanics 
'of such review with the sub- 
stantive aspects still covered by 
R.S. 34:15-66, R.R. 1:2-12(a), R.R. 
4:88-8(a) and (b) and R.R. 2:2- 
3(a). In addition, the Superior | 
| Court has succeeded to the gen- 
eral jurisdiction of the old Su-!| 
preme Court in prerogative writ| 
cases, and R.S. 34:15-66 now pro- 
vides that nothing therein shall 
be construed as limiting the jur-| 
isdiction of the Superior Court | 
to review any matter through a! 
proceeding in lieu of prerogative 
writ. 

The right to review an inter-| 
locutory order in a proper case 
is so important to litigants and 
so essential to a modern system 
of jurisprudence that it is in- 
conceivable that the Supreme! 
Court would deliberately block 
all possibility of such review 
without clearly saying so. Hence, 
this court rejects the notion that 
the Supreme sub silentio abolish- | 
| ed all review of interlocutory or-| 


| 


ders of the Division. At the same 
time, the unlimited right to ap- 
peal from interlocutory orders 


is even more vexatious and in-| 
consistent with modern juris-| 
| prudence than the complete ab-| 
| sence of the right to appeal such| 
orders would be. This militates 
strongly against the construction 
contended for by Wilck, for it is 

highly unlikely that the Supreme | 
|Court intended by the rules to 
give litigants the right to appeal 
to the County Court following 
|}every step in the proceeding in|} 
the Division. Had the Supreme 
| Court so intended, it would have 
so provided by clear and em- 
phatic rule, which it has likewise 
not done. 

Reviewing the rules and the 
cases, this court concludes that 
the County Court has no juris- 

iction over appeals from in- 
terlocutory orders of the Work- 
Compensation Division| 
and further that the Appellate 
Division does have jurisdiction 
to entertain such appeal upon 
leave first granted pursuant to 
R.R. 4:88-8(b) and 2:2-3, and to 
consider its merits. 

There remains the procedural 
question that the leave which| 
was granted in the instant case 
was to appeal from the judg- 
ment of dismissal of the County 
Court, and not to appeal from 
the order of the Division. How- 
ever, under the circumstances, 
the court will treat the case as 
if it had granted the latter. 

On the merits, the order rein- 
stating the petition must be set 
aside. Under RS. 34:15-54 no 
dismissal may be _ re-opened 
vithout a ‘ring of excuse for 
default well as merit. Peti- 
tioner submitted no affidavit or 
other proof showing either ex- 


snow 


as 














Union Makes Jury 
Course Requisite For 
New Benefits 


NEW YORK (ACCN)—A course 
in municipal government will be 
required of union electricians in 
New York City who wish to qual- 
ify for a new employer-financed 
contract benefit. 

The benefit is a $15-a-day al- 
lowance to offset wages lost when 
the electrician is called for jury 
duty, supplementing the $6-a-day 


direct payment made by the 
courts for this time spent by 
jurors. 


Harry A. Van Arsdale, Jr., who 
heads Local 3 of the Internation- 
al Brotherhood of Electrical 
Workers and the million-member 
New York City Central Labor 


| Council, announced the course as 


the latest step in the local’s mem- 
ber education program. 
Stressing the point that there 
would be nothing automatic about 
the industry stipened, he said 
each of the 8,000 construction 
electricians who wish to qualify 
will have to attend special classes 
one night a week for nine weeks. 











cuse or me rit and what he as- 
serted orally before the Deputy 
establishes neither such merit 
nor excuse. Petitioner admitted 
that after consenting to the dis- 
missal, he sought to reopen the 
case because he learned his re- 
course to the Fund was barred 
by passage of time, and while 
not expecting any material in- 
crease in the award, he hoped 
to get something, however small, 
so that the time in which to 
proceed against the Fund would 
start running again. This does 
not establish good cause. 
Remanded to the Division for 
further proceedings consistently. 
No costs. 
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New Bills Introduced 


The following bills were intro- 

duced in the Legislature: 
Assembly 

A-72 Lindeman, Bate, Tate. To 
define, regulate and punish cer- 
tain activities by legislators and 
Stat flicer and employee. 
deemed to create conflicts of in 
terest Jud) 


yrovide : ve 
ut ner npeter hal 
My an W ul l il 
] d led by the 
Liieue npete oO! neone 
n ) Ju 
1-96 Hu Wert & W n 
I 1 ) v ¢ 
16 ow i irl 
Ww a 
her w ( 
\ ‘ ‘ W in oby 
Wl wf 
W 1 } 
de 1 
’ id } 








M Kijew \Y Brady To 
i W Kn a 1 
\ W « ( 
lt 
( Ue 
l d . L&R) 
A-1¢ ( \ Kijew 
B & Koer I aden 
ep fTor¢ employer 
rl cit disab Ly 
unde! ‘ n’s Con 
ensation A 
\-102 H it Hau 
1 equlre ¢ and 
1 1 W upon 
ain cases of pro 
vehicle license sus 
( n \ n or. prohibi 


Far 


weeney, Panaro 


neton, Mek Kijewski, Brady 
& Koen Fy reate a New Jer 
ev Labor Relations Board. (L& 
\ Sweeney, Panaro, Koenig, 
Fa Kijewski & Brady 
To prevent d rimination by em 
) \ l en OVE \ rea 
nployees asserting righ 
» be under e Workmen 
Com} 1 Law L&IR 
\-117 Hau & Mu To re 
l y pol yond. de 
gu ) l a elt 
rel \ operat 
ng orr I 1 yr vehicle 
R&Aot! 
A-122 Musto & Hauser. To pro- 
vide re property shall be 
ssessed yr taxation, in each 
LXins district, according to 
standards of value and classifica- 
1 d that the same shall be 
1 in each classification; 
es four classifications, (a) 
al; (b) commercial, (c) 





rial and (d) waterfront and 
railroad real property that 
is assessed locally. (Jud.) 

A- one Frederick. To forbid dis- 
tion against employees 
testifying in proceed- 
Workmen's Compensa- 


ings for 


on. | L&IR , 


Hilring To raise the 
fee for administering 
taking an affidavit to 
50¢ instead of (Jud.) 

AJR-3 Sweeney, Farrington, 
Koenig, Meloni, Kijewski & Brady. 


A-135 
statutory 
an oath or 


25¢. 


To create a special commission to 
study and report on workmen's 
compensation laws and the ad- 


(L&IR) 


ministration thereof. 
ACR-5 
i 





Bate & Lindeman. To 
create a 5-member Law Enforce- 
ment Council of the Legislature 
Jud 

ACR-9 Hauser & Musto. To 


amend the Constitution 
real estate shall be 
taxation by uniform 
Lane iieggr or- 
(res- 
strial 


) re- 


to pro- 





hv 


. fixed DY 


than 
(iilall 


ation. (R&AofL) 


pe Seees 


A-44 Sarcone, Bate 
To permit reasonable and neces 
ry expenses 


sel for indigent defendants 


to be paid to coun- 


(Jud.) 


A-92 Doren, Crabi Tanzman 
To consider tor purposes of work- 
men’s compensation that an am 

utation above the wrist is equiv 
ilent to the loss of an arm and 
in yutation at or above the 
ankle the equivalent to the lo 


L&IR 





41-139 McGowan, Sween . Far 
ri yn Meloni Kijewsk & 
Bra To pr de increased pay 

] ew Kl CO! 
: l vy for person tally 
nd } ntly led as a 
1 Wstr a ident, 
epel ? nh ¢ Ove killed 

l du ia 

t I ie? who are 
W ! b ( Inder the 
l Fu n W ure iso 
i nently disabled 

\ ho | b Mar & B 
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\ t t eX H To 

Wi) eet: I 1 
) n l tr we'd Cr Marri 
I ( e hatura 
he der to inge the 
’ l d i oO the 

l in ( ver t 
age of 14 year: l rive consent 
in writing. (Jud.) 

Senate 
S-30 Waddington. To require 
a n precedent to a per 
ytain motor vehicle li- 
ense that such applicant consent 
to take breath or blood tests in 
‘ted drunken driving cases 


HT&PU 


S-35 Waddington & Jones 

















regulate confi ts of interest of 
egislators and public employees; 
eate i Commission on Ethical 
Standards. (Jud.) 
S-37 Waddington, Connery & 
Gro To br he prote 
it s in second 
i d ility Cases un- 
it K 1 Compensation 
‘ I vermit the 
exten n hunity under cer 
in cor ns perso. who 
stify l n pI weedings 
Jud.) 
5-40 Stout & Lynch. To recon- 
ut mm nm t tudy 
he u yr mmercial code and 
» extend ne for reportir 
nain ne yea (R&A 
of , 
SJR-1 gton & Haines. 
To create a commission to study 
pit punishment Jud.) 
SCR-7 W addinetk n. To amend 
1e ¢ sation mn to eliminate the 
prohibition against a Governor 
serving three mnsecutive terms 
Jud 


Nominations To Be 
Submitted 


Governor Mey yner has an- 
nounced, in accordance with the 
provision for public notice of 


ont: 
eae 


intments, contained 
Constitution, that 
he will submit the Senate, 
the following nominations: 
For appointment as Judges of 
the Camden County Court: Ed- 
ward V. Martino, of Merchant- 
fille, to succeed himself, and 
Benjamin J. Dzick, of Camden, 
to succeed himself. 
For appointment 


judicial appoi 
in the State 


to 


as Judge of 


the Cape May County Court: 
George B. Francis, of Wildwood, 


to succeed himself. 
For appointmen 
the Essex County Court: Ferdin- 
and D. Masucci, of South Orange, 
to succeed himself, and Jacob S. 
Glickenhs of Newark, to suc- 


2A aS 


as Judges of 


us, 


himsei 


For appointment as Judge of 
the Middlesex County Court: 
DuBois S. Thompson, of Metuch- 
en, u j 





Judge of 
Alvin 
Grove, 








as 
Court: 
Penns 


pointment 
the Sussex County 
Aa 
ceed himself 


as Judge of 
Court: Vito 
of Sparta, to suc- 


Neili 
aiCiis 
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& LaMorte. 
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Comment and criticism invited 
Editor, 
New Jersey Law Journa 
A recent item in the daily pres 
mcerning a speech by Chief Ju: 
‘e Weintraub is the ubject o 
1 letter. If the art € ] wccu 
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{1 Ne ie TY ( lk 
ed. It seems to with 
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1 ’ 1 man 
utatin ” t 
n plint« t tor 
The ra na ] n to 
lat another Lave 
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Op it nu 7 1d gre 
of that state npares wit 
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» reduce t back rf ‘ 
th Line ‘ l fiction h 
equired the use Spe il Ma 
) pane ( irbitrator 
( ind determine es? The 
1 ) e plat put in 
Mus questio leed 
I, for one, a vigorously oO} 
posed to the suggestion. It strik 
me that a person or company dé 
iring representation by a part 
ular attorney should not be de 
lied the freedom of selection be 
iuse a law su nust be broug! 
ry has been brought? in one pat 
cular county, and the attorn 
if his choice practice n anothe 
If a ¢ entration of case 
1 few hand responsible for t 
del Vv, I believe ” I olu l 
would be in simply amending t 
Rules to provide UCLIVE ¢ 
ement in anothet ints 
I be | nd {journme 
yostponemer Ir xt 
Bar its¢ ld ¢ tiv 
ned 1e presen l 


y yours, 


RT L. COHN 


\LBEI 


Administrative Directors 
Report 


and a Relations Court 
judgeshiy due to be createc 
when the "1960 census is Officially 
promulgated, the prospects for 
1961 are considerably better “than 


they were for 1960. When exist- 
ing vacancies and these new posi- 
tions have been filled the courts 
throughout the State should be 
able to make substantial progress 
toward bringing their calendars 
to a state of currency. It is im- 
port ant, however, that attorneys 

with a large volume of trial work 
take note of this fact and begin 
now to make arrangements for 
whatever additional trial assist- 
ance they may need to try their 
cases when additional judges be- 





come available. If this is not 
done, the concentration of trial 


work in a relatively few attorneys, 
which has already caused consid- 
erable difficulty even with the 
courts operating short-handed, 


will result in serious calendar 
problems necessitating resort 


appropriate administrative reme- 
dies in order to insure that effec- 
tive use is made of the new judge- 
ships. 
Edward B. McConnell 
Administrative Direct 
of the Courts 


Notice Re: Essex 
Calendar 


All 
were 


have 


moti and pretrials whica 
scheduled for January 20, 
been adjourned until Jan- 
uary 27, 1961 at the same how 
as in the notice of motion o 
pretrial notice. 
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CORPUS JURIS SECUNDUM 


Now, complete from A to ZONING 


including exhaustive 5 Volume Index 


Your New Jersey Courts Cite 
“C.J.S.” as Authority 


In CORPUS JURIS 
New Jersey as well as 
all law from the earliest colonial times to date. 


SECUNDUM, you get complete 
National and Federal coverage of 


C.J.S. will round out your law library 
better than any other set. 


Ask today for full details, liberal terms and 
attractive money saving completion-of-set offer. 


will also apply t tions to pre- 
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THE ATLANTIC STATES yHE Law OF TORTS 
Two of the world’s leading authori- 


ties provide not only a full statement 
of the principles of the law of torts 


but also a penetrating commentary 


By HARVEY G. STEVENSON 


The complete up-to-date negligence 
law of New Jersey plus added dis 
cussions and decisions of the nine 
other jurisdictions in the Atlantic 
Reporter. 


based on both logic and social policy 


COMPLETE COVERAGE: 
@ INTENDED TORTS 
@ ACCIDENTS 
@ CONFLICT OF LAWS 


Proven to be an authoritative text that 
answers quickly day-to-day questions 
of liability or non-liability in 
“accident cases” 


Cited by the New Jersey Courts 
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(Continued - from page 5) 


tion as to” any of ‘the claims or 
parties, and the order or other 
form of decision is subject to 
revision at any time before the 
entry of judgment adjudicating | 
all the claims and the rights and | 
liabilities of all the parties. 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE’S 
NOTE 
This rule permitting appeal,| 
upon the trial court’s 
ation of ‘‘no just reason for de- 
lay,” from a judgment upon one 
or more but less than all the 
claims in an action, has gen- 
erally been given a sympathetic 
construction by the courts and 
its validity is settled. Reeves v. 
Beardall, 316 U.S. 283 (1942); 
Sears, Roebuck & Co. v. Mackey, 
351 U.S. 427 (1956); Cold Metal 
Process Co. v. United Engineering 


& Foundry Co. 351 US. 445 
(1956). 

A serious difficulty has, how- 
ever, arisen because the rule 
speaks of claims but nowhere 


mentions parties. 
has developed in the 
sistently 
inapplicable 


circuits con- 


to the dismissal, 


rule in its present text applied 
where less than all of the parties 
were dismissed, cf. United Artists 


| Corp. v. Masterpiece Productions, 


A line of cases} 


holding the rule to be| 
}in 


even with the requisite trial court} 


determination, of one or more 
but than all 
jointly charged in an action, i.e. 
charged with various forms of 


ted or related wrongdoing 


less 


concer 


or related liability. 

Ackerman, 279 F. 2d 25 (2d Cir. 

1960): Richards v. Smith, 276 F. 

2d 652 (5th Cir. 1960); Hardy v. 

Bankers Life & Cas. Co., 222 F. 

2d 827 (7th Cir. 1955); Steiner 
20th Century-Fox Film Corp., 


For 
it was 
as 


105 (9th Cir. 1955). 

purposes of Rule 54(b) 

arguable that there were 
) “olaims” 


ties defendant 


220 F. 2c 


as there 


and th 





at the 





were OVER 40 YEARS EXPERIENG “| 


APPRAISER 


REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY, 
ESTATES, INHERITANCE TAX, 
FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY COURTS 
— ESTATES LIQUIDATED — 


M. R. LANES 
35 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 2, WN. J. 
MArket 2-7, 
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GUARANTEE 
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CHASTERED IN NEW YORK STATE 
IN 1883 


A corm plete title insurance 
service throughout the 
Siates of New York, New 
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defendants | 


See Mull v.| 


were | 


determin- | 





Inc., 221 F.2d 213, 215 
1955); Bowling Machines, Inc. v. 
| First Nat. Bank, 283 F. 2d 39 (1st 
Cir. 1960); but the Courts of Ap- 
peals are now committed to an 
opposite view. 


The danger of hardship 
through delay of appeal until 
the whole action is concluded 


may be at least as serious in the 
multiple-parties situations as in 
multiple-claims cases, see Pabel- 
lon v. Grace Line, Inc., 191 F. 2d 
179, (2d Cir. 1951), cert. denied, 
342 U.S. 893 (1951), and courts 
and commentators have urged 
that Rule 54(b) be changed to 
take in the former. See Reagan 
v. Traders & General Ins. Co., 
255 F. 2d 845 (5th Cir. 1958); 
Meadows Vv. 
235 F. 2d 233 (5th Cir. 1956); 
Steiner v. 20th Century-Fox Film 
Corp., supra; 6 Moore’s Federal 
Practice § 54.34[2] (2d ed. 1953); 
3 Barron & Holtzoff, Federal 
Practice & Procedure §1193.2 
(Wright ed. 1958): Developments 
the Law—Multiparty Litiga- 
tion, 71 Harv. L. Rev. 874, 981 
(1958); Note, 62 Yale L. J. 263, 
271 (1953); Ill. Ann. Stat. ch. 
110, $50 (2) (Smith-Hurc 1956). 
The amendment accomplishes 
this purpose by referring explic- 
itly to parties. 

There has been some recent 
indication that interlocutory ap- 
peal under the provisions of 28 
U.S.C. $1292(b), added in 1958, 
may now be available for the 
multiple-parties cases here con- 


sidered. See Jaftex Corp. v. Ran- 


dolph Mills, Inc., 282 F. 2d 508 
(2d Cir. 1960). The Rule 54(b) 


procedure seems preferable for 
those cases, and §1292(b) should 
be held inapplicable to them 
when the rule is enlarged as 
here proposed. See bg goes 
Steamship Co., Inc., v. H. Muehl- 
& Inc 380 F. 2d 
757 (2d 1960); 1 Barron 
Holtzoff, supra, $58.1, p. 
(Wright 1960). 
FORM 2.—ALLEGATION 
OF JURISDICTION 


fc ounde d 


Oo, 
& 
321 


stei n 


Co., 
Cir. 


ed. 


on 


and 


a) Jurisdiction 


oe ol 





zenship 





the 
| corpora- 


‘citizen of 


of Connecticut]? 


tion ‘incorporated under the laws 


of the State of Connecticut hav- 
ing its principal place of busi- 
ness in the State of Connecticut] 





ndant is corporation 
ited u é the laws of 
of New Yor k—having 





its selasiool place of business in 
a State other than the State of 










Connecticut. Long matter in con- 
t vy exceeds, exclusive of 
ir est and the sum of 
r€ ten th dollars. 
b ean on 


ral — a 














RU H. KNARR 


UNARR, 


54 Welland Ave., 
ESsex 5-5875 

Night Phone OR 6-7562 

E ficient 


Pror pt. 


GERARD J. RICHARDS 
RICHARDS & KELLY 


CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 
Irvington 11, NJ. 


and Cooperatire Service, 





PAUL A. KELLY 
Box 146 RD 4, Newton, N. J. 


DUpont 3-4591 


Anywhere, Anytime 

















BUSINESS and 
MORTGAGE 





Forwarders Recognized 


LOANS 


lst ond 2nd MORTGAGES - RESIDENTIAL - INDUSTRIAL & COMMERCIAL 
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE - NON-NOTIFICATION 


MORGAN CO. 


60 PARK PLACE 
NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-7989 





scribe the treaty) ], 


(2d Cir. | 


Greyhound Corp., 





[7] 
inafter more fully appears. The 
matter in controversy exceeds, 
exclusive of interest and costs, 
the sum of [three] ten thousand 
dollars. 

(c) Jurisdiction founded on 
the existence of a question aris- 
ing under particular statutes. 

The action arises under the 
Act of ——, —— Stat. ——; 
U.S.C., Title ——, § , as here- 
inafter more fully appears. 

EXPLANATORY NOTES 

1. Diversity of Citizenship. [If 
the plaintiff is an assignee, he 
should allege such other facts of 

itizenship as will show that he 
led to prosecute his action 
US.C., Title 28, §41(1).] 
Title 28, 81332 (Diversity 
of citizenship; amount in con- 
troversy; costs), as amended by 
PL 85-554, 72 Stat. 415, July 25, 
1958, states in subsection (c) 
that “For the purposes of this 
section and section 1441 of this 
title [removable actions], a cor- 
poration shall be deemed a citi- 
zen of any State by which it has 
been incorporated and of the 
State where it has its principal 
place of business.” Thus if the 
defendant corporation in Form 
2(a) had its principal place of 
business in Connecticut, diversity 
of citizenship would not exist. 
An allegation regarding’ the 
principal place of business of 
each corporate party must be 
made in addition to an allegation 
regarding its place of incorpora- 
tion. 

2 Ju 


tit 
is entit 


under 
U:S.C., 


risdiction Founded on 
et Other Than Diversity 
of Citizenship.] Jurisdictional 
Amount. U.S.C., Title 28, §1331 
(Federal question; amount in 
controversy; costs) and §1332 
(Diversity of citizenship; amount 
in controversy; costs), as amend- 
ed by PL 85-554, 72 Stat. 415, 
July 25, 1958, require that the 
amount in controversy, exclusive 
of interest and costs, be in ex- 
cess of $10,000. The allegation 


as to the [matter] amount in 
controversy may be omitted in 
any case where by law no jur- 
isdictional amount is required. 
See, for example, U.S.C., Title 28, 
$41(2) (28) $1338 (Patents, copy- 
rights, trade-marks, and unfair 


competition), $1343 (Civil rights 
and elective franchise). 

zs chagonent Venue. Since im- 
proper venue fan affirmative 
dilatory} a matter of defense, it 
not for pl aintiff to 
showing the 


1S 


1S 


necessary 


lude illegations 





venue to be proper. Se el Moore’s 
Federal Practice § 0.140 [1.—4] 
2d ed. 1959). 

[4.0 36.5 subicient to allege 
iat a corporation is incorpor- 


r state, there 


icular 
isdictiox il purposes, 
resumptior it that all 
$s or stock sholders 


f that State, Mar- 





ore and Ohio R.R. 
314 (U.S. 1853); 
ym of Foreign 
American Con- 
1918) 54 an See 
ind note thereto 
125, 1 Sylvester's 
1 Forms 


FORM 19. — MOTION TO DIS- 
MISS, PRESENTING DEFENSES 
OF FAILURE TO STATE A 
CLAIM, OF LACK OF SERVICE 
OF PROCESS, OF IMPROPER 
VENUE, AND OF LACK OF 
JURISDICTION UNDER 
Dactes LE 12(b) 





d is an inhabi tant 
not licensed to do or 
doing business in the Southern 
District of New York, all of which 
more clearly appears in the affi- 
davits of K. L. and V. W. hereto 
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Legal Profession Well Represented In Kennedy 
Administration 





CHICAGO — Members of the 


legal profession not only will oc- | 
cupy a majority of the seats in| 


the 87th Congress, but lawyers 
have been chosen to fill many top 
executive posts in the adminis- 
tration of President John F. 
Kennedy. 

Six of the 10 men named to 
cabinet position by the presi- 
dent are lawyers. In Congress, 62 
of the 100 senators and 241 of the 
437 representatives are attorneys 
A score or more of those appoint- 
ed to high administrative posts in 
the new government are mem- 
bers of the legal profession. 

Lawyers in the Kennedy cabi- 
net are: Robert F. Kennedy, At- 
torney General; J. Edward Day, 
Postmaster General; Stewart L. 
Udall, Secretary of the Interior; 
Orville L. Freeman, Secretary of 
Agriculture; Arthur J. Goldberg, 
Secretary of Labor; and Abraham 
A. Ribicoff, Secretary of Health, 
Education and Welfare. 

While not an attorney, Secre- 
tary of State Dean Rusk at- 
tended the University of Cali- 
fornia Law School and is a mem- 


ber of the American Society of 
International Law. 

Four lawyers named to high 
level positions in the State De- 
partment are: former Illinois 
Governor meee Stevenson, Am- 


bassador to the United Nations; 
George W.B Ball, Under Secretary 
for Economic Affairs; former 
Michigan Governor G. Mennon 
Williams, Assistant Secretary for 
Africa; and John J. McCloy, Dis- 
armament Administrator. 

Four important posts in the 
Defense Department. were filled 
by lawyers. They are: Roswell L. 
Gilpatric, — Secretary; John 
B. Connally, Jr., Secretary of the 
Navy; Eugene M. Zuckert, Secre- 
tary of the Air Force; and Cyrus 
Roberts Vance, General Counsel. 

In addition to Secretary Udall, 
lawyers serving in the Depart- 
ment of Interior will include: 





annexed as Exhibit C and D re- 
spectively. 

4. To dismiss the action on the 
ground that the court lacks jur- 
isdiction because the amount 
actually controversy less 
than ten thousand dol- 
lars of interest and 
costs. 

EXPLANATORY NOTES 

ie The > above motion and no 
1 may be combined and 
Notice of Motion. 


ll Is 
it hree ] 


exclusive 


of 1 l 
de enominated 
See Rule 7b). 

2. As to paragraph 3, see U.S.C., 
Title 28, $1391 (Venue generally), 
subsections (b) and (c). 

3. As to paragraph 4, see U.S.C., 
Title 28, $1331 (Federal question; 
amount in controversy; costs), 
as amended by PL 85-554, 72 Stat. 
415, July 25, 1958, requiring that 
the amount in controversy, ex- 
clusive of interest and costs, be 
in excess of $10,000. 

RULE 86. EFFECTIVE DATE 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE OF 
AMENDMENTS. The = amend- 
ments adopted by the Supreme 
Court on , 1961, and 
transmitted to the Congress on 

, 1961, shall take effect 


10t 








on . 1961. They govern 
all proceedings in actions 
brought after they take effect 


and also all further proceedings 
in actions then pending, except 
to the extent that in the opinion 
of the court their application in 
a particular action pending 
when the amendments take ef- 
fect would not be feasible or 
would work injustice, in which 
event the former procedure ap- 
plies. 


John A. Carver, Jr., Assistant 
Secretary for Land Resources, 
and Francis J. Barry, Department 
Solicitor. 

Besides Secretary Ribicoff, law- 
yers named to posts in the De- 
partment of Health, Education 
and Welfare are: James M. Quig- 
ley, Assistant Secretary for Fed- 
eral and State Matters; and Alan- 
son W. Wilcox, General Counsel. 

Lawyers serving in the Office of 
the President include: Theodore 
C. Sorenson, Special Counsel: 
Myer Feldman, Deputy Counsel; 
and James M. Landis, Assistant 
for Reform of Regulatory Agen- 
cies. 

Among other members of the 
legal profession named to impor- 
tant posts in the administration 
are: Byron R. White, Deputy At- 
torney General; W. Willard Wirtz, 
Under Secretary of Labor; Henry 
H. Fowler, Under Secretary of the 
Treasury; Professor Archibald 
Cox, Solicitor General; J. Edgar 
Hoover, Director of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation; Alen W 
Dulles, Director of the Centra] 
Intelligence Agency, and Newton 
Minow, chairman of the Federal! 
Communications Commission. 


Root-Tilden Scholarship 
Competition Begins 


Competition for 20 of the most 
sought-after law scholarships is 
again under way across the na- 
tion. 

Applications for the Root-Til- 
den Scholarship Program of New 

York University’s School of La 


are now being received from out-} 


standing students on campuses in 
the 50 states. A month or so af- 
ter the February 24 deadline, two 
applicants in each of the 10 fe 
eral judicial circuits will be chos- 
en to receive $7,890 grants t 
cover tuition, room, board, and 
living expenses for three years 
law study at NYU. Winners of 
the present competition will be- 
gin classes in September 1961. 
Ten years have passed since the 
Root-Tilden Scholarship Program 
was started at NYU. Under the 
program, more than 200 young 
men representing more than 10 
colleges and universities in 35 
states have graduated after com- 
pleting their honor studies. 
additional 60 Root-Tilden stud- 
ents are now enrolled at 
School of Law. 
Participants i 
housed t 
tory n 
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1 the program 
rin a new dorm 
School of Law 


Oil 


togetne 


ear tne 


New Yor kK University’s Wash 
ton Square Center. They are 
forded personal contact ¥ 
leaders in industry, the legal pro- 
fession, and public affairs. 








ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITED 


W. D. ETTINGER & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS 
FOR THE ASSURED 
9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 
Mitchell 2-4694-5 











Fire Adjusting 
SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
IRVING M. MINION 

Associated Adjusters 


786 Broad St., Newark 32 
Mitchell 2-1771-2 











—We Cooperate With Attorneys 


SARASOHN & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 
24 COMMERCE STREET, 
Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 2-4990 














and Notaries. 


210 Main Street, 
HUbbard 9-1144 


DEPOSITIONS - NORTHERN NEW JERSEY 


Reported by experienced Certified Shorthand Reporters 
Hearing room also available. 
Parking nearby. 


NORTH JERSEY REPORTING SERVICE 


Hackensack, N. J. 
Leonard W. Meyer 
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5. 


AT THE TESTIMONIAL DINNER TO JUSTICE HANEMAN TENDERED BY THE ATLANTIC, BURLINGTON, CAMDEN, 
CAPE MAY, CUMBERLAND, GLOUCESTER AND SALEM COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATIONS 


Ritz Carlton Hotel, Atlantic City 


_ 1. Murray Fredericks, Frank P. Mulligan, Robert 
4 Steedle, David R. Fitzsimons, Jr. and Howard F. 
daneman. 
_ 2. Hon. Lester A. Drenk, Robert E. Dietz, John S. 
Onroy, 3rd, Anthony P. Tunney, Jr. and John P. 
ppincott 

3. Morris N. Hartman, 
ind H. Albert Hyett. 
_ 4. Hon. Haydn Proctor, Hon. Vincent S. Haneman, 
hief Justice Joseph Weintraub, Hon. John J, Francis 
d Hon. Frederick W. Hall. 

5. Hon. Haydn Proctor and David L 


Hon. W. Orvyl Schalick 


Horuvitz. 


6. Hon. Milton B. Conford, Hon. Vincent S. Hane- 


man, Hon. Goldmann and Hon. Victor S. 
Kilkenny. 

7. Samuel Adler, Frank J. Testa, Samuel L. 
Shapiro, Dominick J. Novaria and Stanley S. Brotman. 

8. David R. Fitzsimons, Jr., David R. Brone, James 
L. Cooper, John R. Armstrong, Edward Fishman and 
Maurice Y. Cole, Jr. 

9. Neil F. Deighan, Jr., Joseph P. De Luca, Charles 
H. Nugent, Hon. Vincent S. Haneman, Hon. Charles 
L. Rudd, Arthur Montano, Mulford E. Emmel and 


Ambrose J. Hinnegan 


Sidney 


Saturday, January 21, 1961 





10. Sen. Joseph W. Cowgill, Hon. Vincent S. Hane- 
man and Bernard Protzel. 

11. Presidents of the Seven Bar Associations spons- 
oring the dinner, with Hon. Vincent S. Haneman and 
Hon. Joseph Weintraub. (l-r) Isaac C. Ginsburg, At- 
lantic; William F. Hyland, Camden; Walter C. Wright, 
Jr.. Cape May; Haneman, Weintraub, Guy Lee, Jr., 
Gloucester; Dominick J. Novaria, Cumberland, James 
M. Davis, Burlington and Louis F. Di Nicola, Salem. 

12. Hon. Thomas M. Madden, Hon. Vincent Hane- 
man, and Hon. William H. Donnelly. 
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Opinions Approved For Publication 


Continued from page 1) f no substantial detriment to 

; public good was inadvertently 

very special situation, the elec-| omitted, its implication was pres- 

tion the Auth. makes must CON-| ent as shown in the detailed pro- 
trol condemnation proceedings} ¢,.¢43, 


tective conditions imposed. Even 


for the entire particular pro-!| if 1946 addition were found to 
pain involved be unauthorized extension of 
Port of N.Y. Authority v. Bau-| non-conforming use, that would 
mann et als (A-82, decided Jan.| pe no ground to upset this var- 
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Affirmed judgment involving 
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34 ai ee es affirmed orders of commitn 
Lilicate CS} nh S 
{ yu ma Cont ,,,,/ Of two to Annandale ekorase 
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Sanzari \ Rosenfeld et al 
roberts 4. NJ 3 a T 


LEGAL SIZE FILE CABINETS ae 


USED & NEW in death a 
Full Suspension—"A" Grode * dental 
Complete Line of Office Equipment , , 
EDELSTEIN OFFICE FURN. WHSE | --- 2” 
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remanded case 
‘oneously refused 
ff’s expert, a phy- 


hesia, and 
1 court err 


illow plainti 

















sician and anesthesiologist with 
experience in the dental field, to 
estify to standard of care ac- 
cepted by dentists pon aca tering 
anesthesia, on ground that he 
was not a dentist “i areas where 
medical and dental professions 
overlap, physician familiar 
with uation may testify to ac- 
cepted practice among dentists 
Eve ibsence of expert testi 
mony as to st ird of care, 
plaintiff had submitted sufficient 
proof to avoid dismissal at end of 
S vVhere 1 testi 
mo ved t epinephrine- 
earings ympound injected by 
defend ravated patient's 
dy hyp ve condition, 
1 ere emorrhage and 
ling d ! sO, Manufac- 
ire bro re should have 
et eld sible to now 
possible dangers volved 
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Port Reading Builders, Ine. v. 
Kronenberg et al (A-800-59, de 
d January 19, 1961) 
R 4 Di ( 
) a 
rf I tiff dlord 
1d ) tors of tay 
ina ha defendants 
pleaded non vult to lat 
Rules promulgated by D 
I Div. of Alcoh. Bev. Cor 
whic yohibit lotteries or 
sed} ises 
ule or Regulation 
tor is not same as 
A B.C itute and 
rize summary pro- 
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possession of the 
33:1-54). Violation 
is a criminal of- 
fense, whe is disciplinary pro- 
ceedings for lations of the 
Rul Re ions and for 
n or suspension of liquor 

civi 
Thompson (A-269-59, 
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18. 1961) 
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assaul ith ent 
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esses as to vol- 
confession and 
permit addi- 
ve testimony 
could well have 
ist him, consti- 
within mean- 
i) Also, court's 
told jury that de- 
ruilty if he had 
‘s witnesses said 
ed in not defin- 


ements of the 
1eeded since in- 
1 SE ‘ond rime 
In re Ewert 989-59, decided 
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t als (A-901-59 
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Inc. 
1961) 








ill diges I page 3 
Greenberg v. Fornicola et als 


A-599-59. decided Jar 961) 
Full 
Battaglio 
Center, Inc. 
Jan 18. 1961 








v. ‘Red Sank Discount 
A-839-59,. decided 





) In page 3 
st PE RIOR. COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
v. Essex Co. Freeholder 
L-9573 
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Court Holds ‘Illicit ietinesaia” 


Isn't Bar 


To Citizenship 


New York (ACCN) is  § 
tinued illicit relationship is not 
inevitably an index of a bad 
‘mori chara a United 
States Court of Appeals ruled on 
Jan 6 in reversing a lower 


con- 


ul the 


court 


that had denied naturalization to 

Czechoslovak woman on the 
rounds that she was not a per- 
son of go “i moral character 


lion for the 
( was. written Sadan 
Le arned Hand, \ vith atta yea 4 
J Pri iendly and Charles E. Clar 


Appeal 
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h r rrantec tizenshi} 
rr Mrs Mai e Posusta, 42, who 
was admitted to the United States 
for permaner side e in 1952 
She wa 1 to Viadimir 
Posusta, 59 Yor} Jan 
24, 1 id filed a n for 
nati i non Apr 20, 1939 
rh ( n natura on of 
) 1 i i e! i Judge 
Hand n ( Tt } mora 
I ot ( dividu: ige 
yeLore Wwhon the ] 
i m om nd e de ion 
ould be based on what was be 
ved to bk he t i tandard 
urren t t time 
A pe m may have a ‘good 
nora f 1ough he has 
eC a nquet upon occasions 10 
the past le wrote It is enough 
f he hows that he does not 
transgress the accepted canons 
more oft than is usual.” 
Mrs. Posusta became acquainted 
with Mr. Posusta in Cz choslo- 
vakia in 1936 and bore I 


1a child 
947 In 
woman 
had 


in 
another in 1 
1 another 


previ ously 


in 1940 and 
1939 he marri¢ 


whom 
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no burden 
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ts ‘ is 
being placed on State and it may 
t use defense if sovereign 
mmunit 





SUPERIOR COURT 


CHANCERY DIVISION 
DeSanto v. Haug et als (Glou- 
cester Co C-2518-59. decided 
January 16, 1961) 

Held plaintiff testamen- 
ry t has discretionary 


one-sixth 


tional 


to 
educa 
bene ‘fic- 


nd up 


‘ipal for 

















expense of 18-year-old - 
iary and for each of the other 
two younger surviving grand- 
*~hildren of testator as their 
needs require Will provided 
that ‘zs of the residuary estate 
be paid to two children of test- 
ator’s son or ‘any child hereafter 
to him, or the survivor or 
rvivors of them,” but that if 
either of such grandchildren be 
1 minor at time of testator’ 
ath such share should be held 
in trust for trustee to pay in- 
yme, With power to invade the 
, i] 













ries closes ime tator’s 

death cannot apply as test- 
ito had specifically incl luded 
h hereafter born” to 
















whi 
1a¢ hild 


ran so long 
fF any unborn grand- 
pro- 


















SOMEONE 
LOCATED? 


TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 
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Legal Secretaries To 
Stage Mock Divorce 
Trial 


Passaic-Bergen 


Association 


Legal S 
will pre: 
Trial written 
pared by Herbert S. Alt 
Richard P. Marcus, Pas: | 
leys, at its meeting on Tues- | 
January 31, 1961, at the Pas- [ 
1ic County District Court Ro 
Main Avenue, Passaic, New 
ersey 
Attorneys 
rganization 1 
1 are: Harold S. Nitto of Pas 
Nn ldge: C s L. Bert 
Att yey 
Winberry of Ruth- 
for Defend 
Clifton, De 
tetgen of | 
Irene Gall 
Rose W. Mevy- 
Sandra R Miller, Stella 
Jessie Severino, and Rosé 
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& SIGLER 
ACCREDITED PUBLIC ADJUSTERS 
* QF INSURED PROPERTY LOSSES 
S34 Howe Avenue, Passaic, N. J. 

SSS Prescott 9-D362 
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Accounts Insured 
Up To $10,000. 

Savings received by 

15th of month earn 

from the Ist. 

Save by mail. 

We pay postage both ways. 






















SAVINGS and 


LOAN ASSOCIATION 
120 So. Orange Ave. 
Newark 3, N. J. 
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WARD PA \ ) \ DWA ? and sixty. Secretary of Ht 
Nece r , te etar R EDWARD J. PATTEN ' an i a aa e 
as 26, | ' } ’ y, ae $21.60 Becretary of State . 
» L.J Jan. 12, 19, 26 $21.80 
' | STATE W JERSEY 
} rate J 196 DI OF STAT 
i ‘ 1 ONEW OF NEW 1 , ‘ ‘ 0 CERTIE! OF DISSOL 
, EPA ( A} 1 é To ali to whom thease preaente may com 
Fle 1 U Fhe allies all IT Greeting 
N to eh te ¢ " y m , vy come spec a WHEREAS. It ameare to my satiefacts 
AY pe ss f the Co oT reanex ys Sa ? oe seg 
a 4 Sanit the application of the ga f Win * _ + 
* ’ iG a 1. of : aa : ae, the u in + fa the atock 
1 1 Y t n 
i CACON MANUF AC } ( 
y re \ I » 
’ Wa Tua? Bho 
> ty N 4 ‘ 
v1 ee ‘ 1 
a aes af { ¢ tle 
=" a Ww , v 
ke c 
er | } S He 
Ros ‘ , aid r g 
} 1 at ] res : 
: ; b + f . notice is he er 
m4 shapes ae a MO Be I ) 1 said deceased the . 
‘IMONY WHIt > . } af af under oath t <> 
+ aet } 7 7 ’ ff T tor xed t nds Sea AD = 
Meial rr Ja I an 
¢ - ar e h ] A.D) 4 ré F 
ATION aoe 5 
Y ; : \ J. PAT! DWARD ¢ 1 
WE e va EDN 2.19.2 92 
v4 : o 9 9 €21.6( 9 $21.80 
Vi > € - Superior ¢ rt New Jersey 
TERS : $2 Sant yg weket No. O92 ; 
SSES . J Jar », 26, F 2 N ni 5 - 
i SZ the 3% 
N. a 4 Dated: Jan 7 ri me HEARING @ — rex a 
GERTRUDE F. ae ere Jan ‘ . began vetie 
: TI WIN BERNSTEIN TATE OF F CK W PRs hereon 
esarxntst “ITs to the order of DAVID H ( ge Riana , deceased " 7 ager nlc) 
“YER, Surrogate of the County of Essex Pursuant to the order of DAVID H y Se 
‘day made on the application of the un- ) WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex ee 7 7 
med. Administratrix of said deceased this day made, on the application of the - Samedi inee A 
™e te hereby given to the creditors of undersigned, Executer of -, ~ 
‘deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. | 2 notice is hereby given to tl - re 
“* oath or affirmation, their claims and said deceased, to exhibit to . 
axis against the estate of said deceased under oath or affirmation, their clat as 
22 six months from this date, or they demands against the estate of sald deceased _.. 
% forever barred from prosecuting or within six months from this date ) 
ering the same against the subscriber pte ua ake aur aaa Drosecu enrt, Sta 
GRACE IG cover e e inst tr ~ je 
MEL. RESSLER, Attersey 1 FIDELITY UNION TRUST 
mmerce Street cDONOUGH, Attorneys 
mek 2, N. J. ot 
. Jan. 26, Feb. 2, 9. 16, 23 





Dated: January 16, 1961 





TE OF EDITH E. ZITO, deceased 
2 nt to the order of DAVID H 
- Surrogate of the County of Essex 
fay made on the application of the 
“wigned, Executor of said deceased 
= ls hereby given to the ereditors of 


feceased to exhibit to the subscriber 
~" oath or affirmation, their claims and 
“nds againet the estate of said deceased 
ed “2 six months from this date, or they 

% forever barred from prosecuting or 
). "ting the same against the subscriber 
PREDERICK W. HOCK 





















Y RICK W. HOCK, Attorney 
n ect Place 
range, N. J 
Jaa. 19 F 2 9. 16 
1ys. 
ITbated: January 16. 196 
sRAHAM LIEBOW, deceased 
the order f DAVID H 
of the County of Essex 
the application of the 
Erecutris of said deceased 
ren to the f 
exhibit to the subseriber 
affirmation, their claims and 
. inst the estate of said deceased 
} % six months from this date, or they 
%® forever barred from prosecuting or 
fame against the subscriber 
PAULA LIP BOW 


IG, Attorney 





28, Feb. 2. 9, 16 












Datel: December 28. 1960 
OF LOUISE HUMMEL, deceased 
suant to the order of DAVID B 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Easex 


this day made. on the application of th 
undersigned Executor of said deceased 
notice is hereby given to the creditors o* 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribe’ 

oath or affirmation, their claime an¢ 


ds against the estate of vaid deceased 








thin six months from this date, or they 
wi be forever barred from ovrosecuting o 
recovering the same againet the subacriher 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
{ IN G. BROSS, JR., Attorney 
N. J 
12, 19. 26, Feb. 2 








‘ NI y of Essex 
| ion of the 
deceased 
reditors of 
d yscriber 
r oat r their claims and 
1s agains a of said deceased 
six m s fr this date, or they 
“ be forever barred from prosecuting or 





covering the same against the eubscriber. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
HIN F. CONNOLLY, Attorney 
e Street 

k?N J 


19 Feb. 2. 9 


26 








= NOTICE 








IN THE MATTER 
OF FRANCIS STR 
HELEN STRONSKI 
TO CHANGE THEIR 


TO WHOM IT MAY 















ake Not 
apply to the 
day of Februa 
oa + 








a the 
New Jersey, f 
to assum 
and Heler 
Franci 
He 





Newark, 
izing 
J. Stanley 


them 














Dated 
OF DAVI 



















ton : s 
Gd decease’ 
tors of sald 
47 © under 
, 1 demands 
t RSE w at 
4 k, New J Fe > forever 
19 0:00 A.M. for t ring the 
1e of VALERI 4 I ain é 
JOSEPH H. W IRENE HER 
I SANT’TAMBROGIO & ITKIN, Attorceys 
t 599 Bloomfield Avenue 
rsey Bloomfield, N. J 
ae 9 $13.23 | L.J.—Dee. 29. Jan. 5, 12. 19 26 































2 2 3 $: 
ate . ser 22. 19m 
ST ¥ \ a teu 
~ nier MAVID #H 
\ N Sucre > t x 
a 2 a °° 
~ TA r at Ana wal 
< ¥ * er ~~ - sald 
* 
% “ sa 
VA > SA ‘ Ss ns, "TON 
VAN s Ac 
: ce Str 
N ‘ N 
av 3 ww. Feo. 2 











State of the State of New Jersey, Tho Hereby 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY Dated: January 4, 1961 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE TE OF ROBERT J. CROCKETT, 
CEKTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
sil tu whom these presente may come I t he order of DAVID H 
ow 4 Irroga te f ti of Easex 
Wi It appeara to my aatisfact \¢ t of the 
y authenticated record of th K r lecea sed 
ge for the voluntary dissolution re 1 to t litors of 
* upanimous cournent of a the exhibit ¢ the subscriber, 
posited in my Mee that r at r aff ‘laims and 
FRANCINE, IN wa ! deceased 
ration of this State, whose t x ° or they 
s ate] at 1 fore oa iting or 
Borough of I y the a bacriber 
‘ ate of New ey ’ I 
= hain the th > y & CHAZ \ 
rge thereof, upon m process may be 
r has yplied w the req ementa J 
14. Corporations, Genera f Kevines », 26, I 6. © 
atutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
r of ertificate f lime tlor I r w 4 
a “ 7 STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
; Braap - - KTIFICAT!I DISSOLUTION 
rtif'y ned th aald corporat 1 u sil to whom thease presenta may come, 
wenty-minth day of Drews r 4 reeting 
rads du y : ed a siete te ~ ‘ WHERE It appeara to my aatiafaction 
ae Seta ee ane. vad beer ec : a e volu linw thereof 
e unanimous t of all the stock 
e proceedings aforesaid are pow file deposited | Mice that 
sald office as provided by las [AMILTON PA MES. ING 
IN TESTIMONY WHERPOF I weration of this whome pr on 
have hereto set my hand and af t t N Nassau treet 
fired my official sea at Tre " , Py et County f Mercer 
is Twent hod f j ‘ I 
ADD me thousand nine x ugent the a 
and wixty , A ™ process [Nay - 
KDWAKIT Jo PATTEN ’ 1 with the requires 
Heeretary of State rp na, Genera f HKevinexd 
-_ 36 , 28 f New Jersey, pr ary 
‘ rf laa t 
, Ih t (RCE ‘ tary vf 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY te of the Btate of New Jer Hereby 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT rtify that the sald corpora iid, on the 
RTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
t whom thease orearntsa ma , i y Xe ja i 
, g 1 of ald r 
4 It aprerare to mv entiafa ' er ted by a the atockbol 
ra nted record of ¢ = id e 4 Sinn. tae 
t v itr ! ? i : ° 
naent of a b ~ k sald off pies 
In mv office that N ER POF I 
PARK ( be a se Wena we 
s 6 atw! at ? : ‘ ( 4 fixed Melal sea at Tre 
t Hack ack fi ! ny f Deceu 
f New Jersey athart ¢ A | n t wand C bu Tad Pee 
bas gent ae and aml aixty 
f npon whom process may be served EDWARD J. PATTEN 
sa complied with the requirements of Title Hecretary of Atat 
rporations, Genera f Revised Htatutes ” $21.f 
w Jeracy preliminary to the tseauing 
Certificate of Dlaaolution 


NOW THEREF peretar 
T REFORE, I, the Se tary of ATATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
EKKRTIFICATE OF DIBBOLUTION 
all to whom thease presente may come 


fy that the aald corporation did. on th 
tieth day of December, 1960. file in my 
a duly executed and attested conser 



























writing to the dissolution of sald cor Greeting 
ration, execnted by all the stockholde WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
ero’ which aald consent and the reeord by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
‘ ecemfiinga aforesald are now n file we for the voluntary diss tlon thereof 
sald office as provided hy law y the ynanimous consent of @ the stock 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREO? lera, 4 In my offi that 
have hereto set mr hand and af NT INDI Al 
fixed wv official send. at Trent CONSULTANTS 
thins Thirtieth day f Des 7 wrat of this tate 
“4 A.D one thousand nine hundr ated a bot 
and aixty ‘ wml 4 
EFDPWARD J. PATTEN Ke racy (Lillis I 
Reeretary of State ane y herein and in charge 
Jas. 12. 19, 264 $21.6 eTeo process may be aerved) 
“ e requirementa of 
7 ons of Revised Statute 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY f Ne rhe minary tw the issuing 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE f this if Dissolution 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Ww THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
ail ta whom thease presenta may come tate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
rting ertify that the sald corporation did, on the 
[EREAS, It appears to my satisfaction yn 1y of December, 1960, f n 
tuly authenticated record of the proceed ny office a duly executed and attested consent 
a for the voluntary dissolution § thereef writing ¢t the diasolution of said cor 
j the unanimous consent of all the stock executed by @il the stockholders 
fora deposited in my office that reof, which sald eonsent and the record 
{ARKET MERCHANDISERS INC f ¢ proceedings aforesaid are row on file 
tien of this ‘ my sald office as provided by law 























tre aituated at a IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
in t City t t set my band and af 
State Ney § e Go ficla aca at " t 
the agent therein and in charge thereof th day of December 
_wham process may be served) has Sea th ad nine bundred 
with the requirements of Title 14 
fons. General, of Revised Statutes Jj. PATTEN 
Jersey, preliminary to the fsaning of Btate 
Certificate of Diasolution 2 », 26 $21.66 
THEREFORE, I, the Seeretary of 
of the State of New Jerne i Hereh . — - 
that the nad ihe te by pe gies oe a OF NEW . JE pals 
a oe shh ae sid )EPARTMENT OF 81 AT! E os 
a duly exec and attested consent T 1 . iva ue Pein 2 sg 
ting to the dissolution of said cor Graatens : A = 
m, executed by all the atockholders WAS Se. enneare te wae autinte 
f. which said consent and the reeord t ate r f the proceed 
* proceedings aforerald are now on file ‘ 
Say said office as provided by law the 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF I > . 
have hereto set my hand and af INGI 
fixed mv official seal, at Trenton ra 8 
this Fourth day of Januar j fs at Ss 
“4 A.T) one thousand nine hundred the Bor rf cliffs, ¢ t 





and sixty-one Berg State 
EDWARD J. PATTEN lor r 
Secretary of State. 

ae. 12, 19, 26 $2 





process 


ed with the requi 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 













DEPARTMENT OF STATE ‘ EFORE, I. the Secre tary of 
ERTIFIOATE OF DISSOLUTION Rta the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
a) te whom these presents may come, rt said n did. on the 
weeting : a ty-ninth day of I uber, 1960 in 
2EAS, It appears to my satisfaction, D duly executed and attested consent 

uly authenticated record of the preceed- in « jon of said cor 
for the voluntary dissoluti om thereof rat the stockholders 


7 ‘ae unanimous consent of all the steck- thereof ‘ id consent 
on deposited in my office that f the 
ORDCO OONSTRUCTION CORP. r 

‘ on of this State, whose principa 


the record 





as provided 


v aw 
TESTIMONY WHERPOF J 











q tuated at No. 921 Bergen Avenue. ave heret set my hand and af 
2 City of Jersey City, County of Hudson fixed my official sea at Trento 
‘2 of New Jersey (Harold Meltzer t Twent th day of December 
™z the agent therein and in charge thereof Sea A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
= whom process may be served), has sixty 
~ ed with the requirements of Title 14, EDWARD J. PATTEN 
"rations, General, of Revised Statutes Secretary of State 
‘ew Jersey, preliminary to the issuing |..J.—Ja 12, 19, 26 £21.66 
24 Certificate of Dissolution. 
¥. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ety that the said corporation did, on the CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
“eth day of December, 1960. fille in my 7° G/l te whom thease presents may come 
a duly executed and attested consent Freeting 
"ting to the dissolution of said cer- WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 


executed by all the stockholders %y ‘i”!y authenticated record of the proceed 
“ot. which said consent and the record ‘ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
* proceedings aforesaid are now on file »y the unanimous consent of all the stock 
© said office as provided by law. holders, deposited In my ic 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 MORRISSE 
have hereto set my hand and af- 8 corporation of 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
ne this Thirtieth day of December 
ae ieee one thousand nine hundred 
an 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
_ Seoretery of Btete. 
‘aa. 12, 19, 26 $21.60 














+ Sa a 4 f i | 
hetat | "NOW THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
™ or JANE G. SWAIN, deceased State of the State of New Jeracy, Do Hereby 





December 27. 1 








a to e order of DAVID H ‘ertify that bo said corporation did. on the 
2 ‘Surrogate of the County of Essex, venty-ninth day of December. 1960. file in 





made on the application of the fice a duly executed and attested consen’ 
Zned, Executor of said deceased n writing to the diseolntion of said cor- 
* is hereby given to the creditors of ration. executed by all the stockholders 
“ceased to exhibit to the subscriber, | ‘hereof. which said consent and the record 
math or affirmation, their claims and °f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
“is against the estate of said deceased ‘0 my said office as provided by law. 








-- six months from this date, or they IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
~ © forever barred from prosecuting or have hereto set my hand and af- 
“ng the same against the subscriber fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
EVERETT M. SCHERER this Twenty-ninth day of December. 
DANZIG, MARSH & SCHERER (Beal) 4.D., one thousand nine hundred 
e768 and aixty 
Street BDWARD J. PATTEN 
N Sweetie of State. 


~ N. J 
wan. 5. 12, 19, 26, Feb. 2 L.J.--Jan. 12 26 $21.60 

































































said decea 
nder oat? r 
jemands agai: 

withir alt 

wil! hb 














F 
—— P. BIRO 





LEGAL NOTICES 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS~It appears to my satisfaction. 








by du authenticated record « the proceed 
ings for voluntary diss<« i thereof 
ry the u 10us consent of stock 
solders ted in my office that 





( Pr. Vas ‘DOR EN PRODUCTS CORP. 
on of this State, whose principal 

238 Wilson Avenue 
County of Evgex. 














ud 
nay 
lreme 
wf St atutes 
minary issuing 
Dissolution 
I, the Secretary of 
ew Jerse Ibo Hereby 
fertify that the sald corporation did on the 
rh th day of December 1960 e ir 
>a duly executed and attested 
he dissolut “ot SA 
1 by all th stock 
ald msent and the 


























st Ks aforesald ar o 
m e as provided Aw 
I = Peppa WHEREOF 
hay i t La my ate a 
fixed ffielal seal. at Tr , 
1 th day Dece r 
A , * thousand b 
: x 
V a. PATI . 
y of tate 
26, | y. $21./ 
ra I W JERK ¥ 
, i rf i 
Lr | ri i , ILU TION 
1 lk to wv m P reaentsa may come, 
G ny 
j I “ m atinfactlo 
r ft , 
t f a BLOCK 
ffi« at 
Yo (OMPA 
4 woratio ate “ pri a 
fi , I t J 
y “ ‘ © 
’ wd 
« 4 z eof 
, w 4 ‘ 
“lw © reg ‘ , tie 4 
‘ “> t ‘ye ra f iv atutes 
f ‘ 4 r to the issu 
of “ ‘ a , a, it 
ov 
of 
‘ ’ 

















ha 
“a 
EDWARD J. PATTE 
retary of Etate, 
J 9, 26. Feb. 2 $21.60 





DISSOLUTION 
hom these preaenta may come, 









































w hor riage : - 3 
~—] ¥ r T 
@ reliminan esuing 
NOW FORE = - , 
ae Renta af om 
Pa 
tet zg ¢ ve = =! 
x < sent renot 
S five r “ ¥ 
. MONY 7 
Sea 4 , : q a 
= sixty 
IWATE , PAT’ 
JOHN UNTZMANN 
¢ a ’ ay 
rrogate of F ty ‘ Eeser 
this day mad ym the a sation f the 
undersigned Executors ef sasaki deceased 
notice ta hereby wiver * the ewtl tom » 





to exhibit to the subecriders 





recovering the same acainst the eudscriders 


KUNTZM — 


» SAVING INSTITUTIAN 
‘AMPRELI. Attorsers 
reet 

19. 6. Fe 
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How Close To ‘Average’ Are Your Deductions? 


Taxpayers itemizing their de- 
ductions on income tax return 
Form 1040 can compare their fi- 
gures with “average” deductions 
taken by other taxpayers, accord- 
ing to Commerce Clearing House. 

A chart showing how itemized 
deductions averaged out in 1958, 


IRS. The figures are average, 
only, and represent actual deduc- 
tions taken on returns. 

The CCH report warned that 
such averages cannot be used to 
substantiate individual deduc- 
tions which must be supported by 
actual records. 




















prepared by CCH from official Nonbusiness deductions of all 
figures, gives taxpayers an idea| kinds, itemized on 1958 returns, 
of average deductions for various | totaled 27-2 billion dollars, the 
income classes: highest ever recorded, up nearly 
$$6,000- $8,000- $10,000- $15,000- $25,000- $50,000- 
$7,000 $9,000 $15,000 $20,000 $50,000 $100,000 
Contributions 236 288 413 593 1,164 2,947 
Interest Paid 390 477 588 713 1,078 2,215 
Taxes 337 436 605 867 1,593 3,018 
Medical Expenses 300 356 485 735 1,336 2,126 
The chart does not indicate the, two billion dollars during the; 
amounts which would be allowed| year. 
in any particular instance by the} 
Announcements 


Anthony D. Andora and Lucien 
Baron have formed a partnership 
for the general practice of law 
under the firm name of Andora 
& Baron with offices at 75 Broad- 
way, East Paterson. 


Richard H. Thiele, Jr. has 
become a member of the firm of 
Wharton, Stewart & Davis, 50 
West Main St., Some rville. Other 
members of the firm are: T. Gir- 
ard Wharton, William T Ste wart, 
Jr., A. Arthur Davis 3rd, John 
W. Fritz and Louis A. Imfeld. 

David Fried enberg has moved 
his law offices to 921 Bergen Ave- 
nue, Suite 906, Jersey City 6. 


Arnold M. Stein and Theodore 
E. B. Einhorn have formed a part- 
nership for the general practice 
of law under the firm name of 
Stein & Einhorn with offices at 
23 Blanes Spring Rd., Denville, 
and 26 Journal Sq., Jersey 


Edward A. Reilly, Jr., now | 
associated with Robert F. Colqu- | 
noun in the general practice of | 
law at 36 Broad St., Bloomf eae 


1s 


ral - . . | 
Samuel A. Christiano has open- | 


ed offices for the general practice 


of law at 12 Main Street, West | 
Orange. 








NEW 





New and already in demand, 
Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many 
offices. 


The Approved, Compact All-State 


UNICORP 


Self-Contained 
COMPLETE j BOOK 






CORPORATE OUTFIT 


including 
FOLD-AWAY 
SEAL* 



























3 DIFFERENT 
OUTFITS 
STARTING AT 


$15.00 








* Optional 
Gold Lettering $1.00 
Printed Minutes $1.00 


the Unicorp completely integrated 


Because of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate 
requirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. 


Write or phone for all necessary data. 


Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. 


a Re 





(On Orders Received by Noon) 


MArket 4-5577 


ALL-STATE orice suppty co. 


502 HIGH STREET @ NEWARK 2,N. J. 


City 6.| 


T 


CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 





EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 


EXCELLENT OPPORTUNITY 

t. Minimum 5 years general 

Give detailed resume 
OLA 292 





ATTORNEY ; 
for advancemen 

and trial experience. 

and salary requirement. 





JERSEY 
with trial 
y for advanceme: 


NOR ‘TH 


FIRM SEEKS KEEN 
experience. Excellent 
ut and partnership. 

















West Hudson Bar Installs 
Officers rs Tonight 


The West ‘Hudson Bar Associ- 
ation will have its regular Dinner 
Meeting this evening at 6:30 and 
will install its officers for the 1961 
Term. The new officers are: 
Hon. Anthony A. Cicchino, 
President 

Hon. Frederick T. Law, 
Vice-President 

Richard Froelich, Treasurer 


Theodore Rabinowitz, Secretary | 


The meeting will be held at the 
Starlight Room of the Arlington 
Lanes, River Road and Belleville 
Turnpike in North Arlington. 

The Hon. John A. Grossi, Judge 
of the 
and Domestic 
will be the guest 


Court 
He will 


Relations 
speaker. 


discuss the serious and humorous} ® 


|} aspects of his work and some of 
that come before him. 


Bankruptcies 


| the cases 


The names of the Referees are abbreviated 
as follows: L-Lipkin; T-Tallyn; F-Fishberg. 
AMICUCCI, Dominick 151 River Lane, New | 

M 1 vo. 4 


14,261.77; 







su00 
























LEGAL NOTICE 





: Janu 7 17. 


Hudson County Juvenile | 


assets | 


Dated: 1961 
ESTATE OF ELSIE 8. COCHRAN 
leave sad 
ai tous of DAVID #.| 












Surrogate of 












made on. the 
nee Executor of 
given t 
eceased to exhibit to the su 
affirmation, i 
the estate deceased “within 
ths from this date. or ther will he] 
prever pon dd from uae cuting or recovering | 
a same against the snhee 
JOHN J. CRAWI . IR. 
IOHN J. CRAWLEY, JR.. Attorney 
$8 Harrison Avenue 
West Oran v. J. 
I..J.—Jan. 2 9, 16. 23 





ntv of Eseex 
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| 
| 
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In answering any box ads, 
address answers to: 

New Jersey Law Journal 

CLA — 

240 Mulberry St., 

Newark 1, N. J. 





EMPLOYMENT —— - 





COUNTY 
ks 











IGATOR-ADJUSTER FOR CASU- 
and compe nsati n claims. Permanent 
ust OWE r. Send resume includ 
im sal ary. CLA 558. 
LAW CL ER a WANTED FOR ACTIVE 
Newark trial office. CLA 563 | 








LAW CLERK OR SEDO ee Y Bt aoe LIM- 
pin te for th ge al 








ATTORNEY 











Trial attorney experienced in negligence 

work needed immediately. Permanent 
full time association. Salary dependent 
on ability and pe rmance. Write in 
confidence giving full details. CLA 411. 
BERGEN COUNTY FIRM SEEKS ATTOR- 

ney with trial experi nce to handle general 
ork, emphasis on liti tigation. Salary adjust- 
t to experience and ability. All replies 
kept cor itidenti CLA 568. 


































gg thon cage 
time position in 
e giving full in- 





ATTORNEY WITH = 











TO aoe eee IN 


ing »wledge 








EMPLOYMENT WANTED 








MORT 
posi- 





ATTORN} YEARS TITLE, 


nee, seeks 











AT’ POR NI EY SEEKS 


7S YOUNG 
wher ib land work 














FOR RENT 


OFFICE, N ATION 4 








RACTIVE 









2 61 48 














sAWYER’S SUIT 
> rs v I 





7 BROAD ST 


office 
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